SOME SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF MISDEMEANANTS'
Those who do not adjust to their society; who become dependent because of illness, poverty, or criminal behavior have long attracted the interest of social scientists and social actionists. Sometimes it seems that we are more interested in the poor, the sick, and the "bad" than we are in the normal citizen, but be that as it may, most of us find failure fascinating. This paper is an outgrowth of that fascination.
Previously, we have published studies of a population of an almshouse. 2 In them we described the social characteristics of the population, and compared them with the same characteristics of the siblings of the population members. As a result of this work, our attention was directed to what appeared to be an overlapping population consisting of chronic petty criminals, who are repeatedly incarcerated in county jails, workhouses and houses of correction.
This population roughly corresponds to the Federal Bureau of Investigation category "Class II Criminal", and we direct our attention to a sample of it in this paper. While there have been some general studies of the petty offender published such as Queen's, 3 most have been in the nature of reports of Commissioners of Correction, or studies like Bromberg and Thompson's 4 which have a specific and restricted purpose. The literature is scanty in comparison to that which deals with the felon, and, what is particularly important, there is very little which gives one insight into the sweep of the careers of such persons. Consequently, we have directed our study of the petty offender somewhat in the manner of the natural historian. We want to describe the essential characteristics of our subjects rather than to present intensive analysis. Our feeling is that the generation of testable hypotheses about chronic petty criminals must await the accumulation of the kind of facts we have at hand concerning felons.
THE SAMPLE
Our sample consists of 1000 males who were consecutive admissions to the Middlesex County House of Correction in Billerica, Massachusetts, which serves an area, mostly urban, bordering on the city of Boston. The upper limit of sentences to the House of Correction is two-and-a-half years, and most of the crimes for which inmates have been committed have been in this sense adjudged as relatively minor. Therefore, despite the confused legal basis of the misdemeanant-felon dichotomy, the inmates are considered misdemeanants.
The 1000 men in our sample were admitted to the House of Correction in 1949 and 1950. Each of them was interviewed at that time and material which was chiefly factual was obtained. Supplementary information concerning the men in our sample was gathered from records of the Massachusetts Department of Probation and the Social Service Index. In fifty percent of the cases, members of the prisoner's family were interviewed, and for some, pertinent superior court records were scanned. Other data was obtained from agencies such as the local police. Most of the information supplied by the prisoners themselves was found to be substantially accurate. Table I indicates that most of the inmates had been incarcerated at the time of the interview for crimes against the public order, with drunkenness and nonsupport accounting for most of the offenses in this category. Drunkenness was the most frequent cause of conviction, and after nonsupport, the next most frequent present offenses were larceny, breaking and entering, and assault, in that order. These five categories of offenses were the only ones for which more than six percent of the sample were serving sentences at the time the investigation was made.
The listing of the offenses for which a group of men are serving sentences at any given time is not sufficient to indicate the scope of their criminal activities. A better measure-though by no means a perfect one-is provided by an account of all the crimes for which they have ever been convicted. Therefore, the records of convictions and dispositions of 996 of the inmates were obtained from the Massachusetts Department of Probation. Some of the men had truly amazing records of arrests and convictions. One man bad been convicted of crimes associated with drunkenness no less than 176 times in the course of 16 years! Lists of 60 or 70 separate convictions were by no means uncommon, and the mean number of convictions was 17.5. of which they had been convicted classified according to a system used by Dr. A. Warren Stearns in an early study of a state prison population. 5 "Acquisitive crimes" are all those which are usually committed in order to obtain property. Most of the crimes classed as "crimes against property" in Table I , except for malicious mischief, trespassing and arson due to negligence are included in this category. Robbery and attempted robbery are also regarded as acquisitive crimes. "Procreative crimes" are all sex crimes, including assault to carnally abuse a female child, indecent assault, rape and attempt, and various offenses against decency, chastity, etc. "Pugnacious crimes" include all crimes of violence against other persons in which the violence is not incidental to the desire to acquire money or property. All other offenses are classed as "Other crimes", except arrests for "Drunkenness" or "Traffic violations". There were so many arrests for drunkenness, and problems associated with drinking played so important a role in the clinical picture that, for Table I , we divided the population into those who were problem drinkers, or, as we call them, inebriates, and those who were not. A map was considered to be an inebriate when he was found to have been arrested for drunkenness two or more times, or in a very few cases, when there was definite evidence that the man had had trouble other than arrests as a result of drinking, as, for instance, a commitment to a state hospital for an alcoholic psychosis. Many, although by no means all, of the men classed as inebriates were alcoholics. However, we did not attempt to make any such diagnosis and the term "inebriate" must not be taken to be the equivalent of "alcoholic." The remarkable fact is that 651 of the 1000 men fall into the inebriate category. Table II indicates that the criminal career of the inebriate misdemeanant is some-. what different than that of his more sober fellow inmate, at least in his later years. The inebriate tends to be arrested and convicted for drunkenness again and again (an average of 17.2 times) without his repeated punishments having much effect on his behavior. The inebriate also tends to be arrested and convicted for his share of crimes other than drunkenness on an average of 6.1 convictions per inebriate. The non-inebriate has been convicted on an average of 6.5 times, acquisitive crimes being the most frequent cause. The next most frequent were traffic violations. Table III indicates that the criminal careers of our misdemeanants tend to start early in life, nearly half of the sample having suffered their first arrest in adult life before they had reached the age of 21. A large number of the men revealed in interview that they had also been in the hands of the juvenile authorities. However, we had no way of obtaining systematic information on this point. Table IV presents the distribution of the ages of the inebriates and others of our sample, and compares them with a similar distribution of the ages of the entire adult, male population of Massachusetts in 1950. Here it will be seen that more than one-half of the non-inebriates of our sample were under 25 years-of-age at the time they were interviewed, while, on the other hand, one-half of the inebriates were 40 or more years-of-age. The age distribution of the non-inebriate misdemeanants is closer to the age distribution of felons. The inebriates are quite unlike felons in their age distribution. In fact, the ages of the inebriates are similar to those of the general adult male population of Massachusetts, although the youngest and eldest are not well represented among them.
Our previous study of the inebriates in a state infirmary indicates that the patients there are older than the general population, and that the majority of them had had Age in Years [Vol. 48
SOCIAL CIARACTERISTICS OF MISDEMEANANTS
long experience with houses of correction. 6 This leads us to believe that inebriates tend to "graduate" from the House of Correction and to wind up in welfare institutions in their old age. Is there similar "graduation" to the State Prison on the part of the non-inebriates? We hope to be able to report on this at a later time. At the moment, it appears that this succession does not occur except in rare instances.
Despite the fact that the age distributions of inebriate and other misdemeanants differ quite considerably, the two groups cannot be regarded as separate populations. There is ample evidence that many of the inebriates have engaged in criminal activities which are not related to their drinking problem.
Indeed, we found that more than half of the convictions of the inebriates who were under 35 years-of-age at the time of the interview had been for types of crime other than drunkenness, and that these crimes were distributed in frequency and type about as they were among non-inebriates of similar age. Specific differences in the career patterns of inebriate, non-inebriate and other classes of misdemeanants will be discussed in a future paper. Here we will restrict ourselves to the presentation of certain social characteristics of the sample as a whole.
NATIVITY
Only 7.6 percent of the inmates of the House of Correction were born outside of the United States. This compares with 19.4 percent of the adult male population. of Massachusetts in 1950.Y That the preponderance of native-born men among our misdemeanants was not simply a function of -their youth was demonstrated when we compared the nativities of the 153 of them who were over 50 years-of-age at the time of their interview with those of the 558,310 men in Massachusetts who were over 50 at the time of the 1950 census. Only 29.4 percent of our older inmates were foreignborn, whereas 41.8 percent of the men of like age in the general population were foreign-born." This difference was significant at the 5 percent level and corresponds to similar findings among felons. Of the few men in our sample who were foreignborn, most came from Ireland, with Canada and Italy being the next most frequent. In this, the foreign-born misdemeanants conform to the patterns found in the adult male population of Massachusetts as a whole, and there.is no evidence to indicate that any first-generation nationality group provides a disproportionate number to their ranks.
RACE
The House of Correction was, however, somewhat selective of non-white racial groups. Such groups comprised 3.5 percent of the sample of misdemeanants and only 1.75 percent of the general adult, male population of Massachusetts. This finding was statistically significant at the I percent level. However, the facts that the numbers involved were so small and also that the House of Correction was probably also selective of urban population elements, leave its interpretation open to doubt. Tables V and VI 
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EDUCATION
Our sample of misdemeanants differs both from the prison population and from the general population in educational background. Table V indicates that there were more high-school graduates among the misdemeanants than among the inmates of the State Prison in 1950, and that fewer of the misdemeanants had completed high school or gone to college than had the adult males of the state. It is interesting to note how frequently, as compared to the other two groups, the misdemeanants had dropped out of school at the end of nine or ten years of attendance. These differences were all found to be statistically significant at the one percent level, and perhaps they are evidence of an inverse correlation between amount of education and the severity of crimes for which men are convicted. However, all differences with the male population must be interpreted with the fact in mind that many college students from elsewhere were classed as residents of Massachusetts in the 1950 census of the population. Furthermore, many of the differences among the three groups may be related to differences of their age distributions.
OCCUPATIONAL STATUS
Occupationally, our inmates rank lower than one would expect simply from examining their educational records. Table VI indicates that the highest occupational status attained by the inmates up to the time of their incarceration was most frequently classed as "laborers," with "operatives and kindred workers," and "craftsmen, foremen and kindred workers" being the next most frequent classes. In comparison with the employed male population of Massachusetts, there were significantly more laborers and farm laborers among the inmates than would be statistically expected, about the same number of private household and service workers, and significantly fewer than would be statistically expected of all other types of workers. In [Vol. 48 general, the higher the status of the occupational class, the fewer the representatives of that class, relative to the number in the population of Massachusetts, were to be found among our misdemeanants.
As still another measure of socio-economic status it might be noted that of the 480 inmates who had been in the armed services, only three had held commissions.
MAmTAL STATUS
Our sample of misdemeanants showed a pattern of marital statuses which was markedly different from that shown by the adult male population of Massachusetts as a whole. As may be seen in Table VII , significantly fewer of the misdemeanants were married at the time of the study than were the men of Massachusetts at the time of the 1950 census, and many more of them were divorced. This pattern of low marriage and high divorce rates is echoed by the population of the State Prison; and, in fact, the marital statuses of misdemeanants and felons are, in these cases, remarkably alike. The degree of marital disruption among the misdemeanants is further emphasized by Table VIII , for here it can be seen that despite the fact 42.8 percent of the men were married at the time of the study, only 21.4 percent of them were living with their wives during the period just prior to their incarceration. About one-third of the inmates said that they lived with their parents, and about one-fifth of them lived alone.
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
In summary, we have presented data concerning some social characteristics of 1000 men who were consecutively admitted to the Middlesex County House of Correction, Billerica, Massachusetts, during 1949 and 1950 . These men had all been convicted of crimes which were adjudged sufficiently minor to warrant sentences of twoand-one-half years or less. The men had often had long careers of petty crime, their most frequent offense being drunkenness. They had, however, been convicted of an average of 6.3 crimes other than drunkenness. Sixty-five percent of the men were problem drinkers. The group ranged in age from 15 to 79 years, their median age being 36. The non-inebriate inmates were significantly younger than both the inebriate inmates and the general adult male population of Massachusetts at that time.
The men in the sample were disproportionate in the incidence of native-born, and the birth-places of the relatively few foreign-born among them were distributed much like those of the foreign-born adult male population as a whole. There were twice as many Non-White's as would be expected from general population figures, but the number is so small that its significance is doubtful.
Educationally, the men in this sample appeared to be superior to the inmates of the State Prison, but not as well educated as the population. Occupationally, they [Vol. 48 had held mostly low-status jobs, and there was a preponderance of unskilled laborers among them.
The marital histories of these men indicated a high degree of family disruption. They were very similar to the felons in the State Prison in their high divorce rates and their low marriage rates, as compared to the population as a whole.
In conclusion, the picture which this population presents is one of two groups. First, there are those men whose criminal careers are largely a reflection of a pattern of problem drinking. Clinically, they appear to be the younger editions of those we studied in the almshouse. The second group is composed of younger criminals whose careers appear to be not unlike those of more serious offenders who are to be found in the state institutions. Obviously, follow-up of these men would be desirable, and comparison with the felons in state institutions would be insightful.
